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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 
1 . Claims 1 0-20 are objected to because of tlie following informalities: 

In page 17, line 4, claim number 30 should be changed to claim number 29. As 
numerical order for claim 29 is skipped. 

In line 6, claim number 31 should be changed to claim number 30. 

In line 8, claim number 32 should be changed to claim number 31. 

In line 1 1 , claim number 33 should be changed to claim number 32. 

In line 14, claim number 34 should be changed to claim number 33. 

Appropriate conrection Is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 27 is contains the trademark/trade name PANTONE®. Where a trademark 
or trade name is used in a claim as a limitation to identify or describe a particular 
material or product, the claim does not comply with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph. See Ex parte Simpson, 218 USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 1982). The 
claim scope is uncertain since the trademark or trade name cannot be used properly to 
identify any particular material or product. A trademark or trade name is used to identify 
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a source of goods, and not the goods themselves. Thus, a trademark or trade name 
does not Identify or describe the goods associated with the trademark or trade name. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
fomn the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-3, 6-8, 10-12, 28 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Jackelen etal. (US Publiaction Number 2003/0053810, see IDS). 

(1) regarding claim 1: 

Jackelen et al. disclose a method for analyzing a print job (paragraph 18, lines 3- 
5), the method comprising: 

receiving page description language ("PDL") commands that describe the print 
job (paragraph 15, lines 5-9); 

interpreting the PDL commands (paragraph 19, lines 1-3); 

identifying a print setting from the interpreted commands that affects the entire 
print job (paragraph 19, lines 3-6); and 

reporting the identified print setting (paragraph 19, lines 6-9). 
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(2) regarding claims 2 and 7: 

Jackelen et al. further disclose, the method of claim 1 , wherein the PDL 
commands comprise PostScript commands (paragraph 15, line 8). 

(3) regarding claims 3 and 8: 

Jackelen et al. further disclose, the method of claim 1 , wherein the PDL 
commands comprise PCL commands (paragraph 15, line 8). 

(4) regarding claim 6: 

Jackelen et al. further disclose, a method for analyzing a print job for printing by a 
printer (paragraph 18, lines 3-5), the method comprising: 

receiving page description language ("PDL") commands that describe the print 
job (paragraph 18, lines 4-5); 

interpreting the PDL commands (paragraph 19, lines 1-3); 

identifying a printer factor associated with the printer (paragraph 19, lines 3-6); 

and 

reporting the identified print factor (paragraph 19, lines 6-9). 

(5) regarding claim 10: 
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Jackelen et al. further disclose, a method for analyzing a print job comprising an 
object having an associated print attribute (paragraph 18, lines 3-5), the method 
comprising: 

detennining a print attribute of interest (paragraph 18, lines 4-5); 

associating a corresponding unique marker to the determined attribute 
(paragraph 1 8, lines 5-9); 

receiving page description language ("PDL") commands that describe the print 
job (paragraph 15, lines 6-7); 

interpreting the PDL commands (paragraph 19, lines 1-3; note that It is already 
described that the print job is referring to a collection of PDL format); 

detemnining if the attribute associated with the object matches the determined 
attribute (paragraph 19, lines 3-6); and 

reporting the results of any matched object using the conresponding unique 
marker (paragraph 19, lines 6-9). 

(6) regarding claim 11: 

Jackelen et al. further disclose, the method of claim 10, wherein the PDL 
commands comprise PostScript commands (paragraph 15, lines 7-8). 

(7) regarding claim 12: 

Jackelen et al. further disclose, the method of claim 10, wherein the PDL 
commands comprise PCL commands (paragraph 15, line 8). 
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(8) regarding claim 28: 

Jackelen et al. further disclose, tlie method of claim 10, wherein the determined 
print attribute of interest comprises an orientation (paragraph 18, lines 12-17; note that 
when there is a job mismatch the print job will get initiated). 

(9) regarding claim 30: 

Jackelen et al. further disclose, the method of claim 10, wherein the unique 
mariner comprises text (paragraph 18, lines 15-17; note that step 108 displays 
message). 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which fomns the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 4-5, 9, 13-15 and 18-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jackelen et al. (US Publication Number 2003/0053810 A1) as 
applied to claims 1 and 10 above, and further in view of Behlok (US Patent Number 
6,469.805 61). 



(1) regarding claim 4: 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/631 ,115 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2625 

Jackelen et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except for 
teaching wherein the PDL commands comprise halftone screen. 

However, Behlok discloses wherein the PDL commands comprise halftone 
screen (column 4, lines 1-4). 

Jackelen et al. and Behlok are combinable because they are from the same filed 
of endeavor. 

At the time of the Invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the two references because they teach the process of the PDL 
image conversion to raster image by undergoing the process of half-tone. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that it is reliable. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Jackelen et al. with Behlok to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 4. 

(2) regarding claim 5: 

Jackelen et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except for 
teaching wherein the identified print setting comprises a specified output profile. 

However, Behlok discloses wherein the Identified print setting comprises a 
specified output profile (column 4, lines 1-4; note that the output profile Is considered as 
the raster image is printed). 

Jackelen et al. and Behlok are combinable because they are from the same filed 
of endeavor. 
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At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the two references because they teach the process of the PDL 
image conversion to raster image then outputted by the printer. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that it is reliable. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Jackelen et al. with Behlok to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 5. 

(3) regarding claim 9: 

Jackelen et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except for 
teaching wherein the printer factor comprises calibration information about the printer. 

However, Behlok discloses wherein the printer factor comprises calibration 
information about the printer (column 1, lines 65-67; column 2, lines 1-2). 

Jackelen et al. and behlok are combinable because they are from the same field 
of endeavor. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the two references. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that it is efficiency. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Jackelen et al. with Behlok to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 9 

(4) regarding claims 13, 14 and 15: 
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Jackelen et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except for 
teaching wherein the object comprises text, an image and graphic. 

However, Behlok teaches wherein the object comprises text, an image and 
graphic (column 5, lines 11-13; note that the PDL files includes images, text data and 
graphic data). 

Jackelen et al. and Behlock are combinable because they are from the same 
class and field of endeavor. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a pereon of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the two references because PDL files includes different forms 
of data. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that is versatile and 
flexible. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Jackelen et al. with Behlock to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 13, 14 and 15. 

(9) regarding claims 18, 19 and 20: 

Jackelen et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except for 
wherein the determined print attribute of Interest comprises a color space, a red, green, 
blue color space and a cyan, magenta, yellow color space. 
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However, Behlock discloses wherein the determined print attribute of interest 
comprises a color space, a red, green, blue color space and a cyan, magenta, yellow 
color space (column 1 , lines 30-36). 

Jackelen et al. and Behlock are combinable because they are from the same 
class and filed of endeavor. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at to combine the two references because In digital color imaging, RGB 
and CMYK have the array of pixel information for each of the imaging colors. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that is versatile and 
flexible. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Jackelen et al. and Behlock to 
obtain the Invention as specified in claims 18, 19 and 20. 

(12) regarding claim 21 and 22: 

Jackelen et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except for 
wherein the color space comprises a device-dependent color space and device- 
independent color space. 

However, Behlock discloses wherein the color space comprises a device- 
dependent color space and device-independent color space (column 1 , lines 44-48; 
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column 1 , lines 50-55; note that typically the half toner renders a raster image for the 
print colors, however a multidimensional look-up table is commonly used before the 
printer received the color values). 

Jackelen et al. and Behlock are combinable because they are from the same 

class and filed of endeavor. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at to combine the two references. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that is efficient. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Jackelen et al. and Behlock to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 21 and 22. 

(14) regarding claims 23, 24 and 25: 

Jackelen et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except for 
teaching wherein the determined print attribute of interest comprises a color value, a 
red, green, blue color value, a cyan, magenta, yellow color value. 

However, Behlock discloses a method wherein the determined print attribute of 
interest comprises a color value, a red, green, blue color value and a cyan, magenta, 
yellow color value (column 1 , lines 30-36). 
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Jackelen et al. and Behlock are combinable because they are from the same 
class and filed of endeavor. 

At the time of the invention, It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at to combine the two references because in digital color imaging, RGB 
and CMYK have the array of pixel infomiation for each of the imaging colors. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have, been that is versatile and 
efficient. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Jackelen et al. and Behlock to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 23, 24 and 25. 

(17) regarding claim 26 and 27: 

Jackelen et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except for 
teaching wherein the color value comprises a spot color value and a PANTONE® spot 

color value. 

However, Behlock discloses a method wherein the color value comprises a spot 
color value and a PANTONE® spot color value (column 7, lines 40-44; note that 

pantone spot color is considered as the ink dot of a particular process color on a sheet 
of paper). 
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Jackelen et al. and Behlock are combinable because they are from the same 
class and filed of endeavor. 

At the time of the Invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at to combine the two references because when analyzing an ink dot of a 
particular process color on a sheet of paper is a derivation of a spot color value. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that is reliable and 
efficient. 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to combine Jackelen et al. and Behlock to 
obtain the Invention as specified in claims 26 and 27. 

8. Claims 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Jackelen et al. (US Publication Number 2003/005381 0 A1 ) as applied to claim 10 
above, and further in view of Tai (US Patent Number 5,606,649). 

(1) regarding claims 16 and 17: 

Jackelen et al. disclose all of the subject matter as described as above except for 
teaching wherein the determined print attribute of interest comprises a font name and 
font size. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/631 ,115 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2625 

However, Tai disclose wherein the determined print attribute of interest 
comprises a font name and font size (column 5, lines 6-14). 

Jackelen et al. and Tai are combinable because they are from they are from the 
same field of endeavor. 

At the time of the invention. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine the two references. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that it is efficient 
enough In order to permit accurate reconstruction of the original document even though 
the text characters would have different sizes and fonts (column 5, lines 15-17). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Jackelen et al. with Tai to 
obtain the invention as specified in clams 16 and 17. 

9. Claims 31-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Jackelen et al. (US Publication Number 2003/0053810 Al ) in view of Hirumi (US Patent 
Number 6,059,469). 

(1) regarding claims 31, 32 and 33: 

Jackelen et al. discloses all of the subject matter as described as above except 
for teaching wherein the unique marker comprises sound, changing the color of the 
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matched object, and displaying the matched object on a display device in the changed 
color. 

However, Hirumi teaches wherein the unique marker comprises sound (column 
13, lines 32-38), changing the color of the matched object (column 1 , lines 50-55), 
displaying the matched object on a display device in the changed color (column 13, 

lines 35-36). 

Jackelen et al. and Hirumi combinable because they are from the same filed of 
endeavor. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine both references. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been that it is reliable to have 
a sound and color method when there is mismatch object in printing. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Jackelen et al. with Hirumi to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 31-33. 

* 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Ferlitsch et al. (US Publication Number 2002/0089689 Al) discloses methods 
and systems for combining a print job characteristic description with a print job. 
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Evans, IV (US Patent Number 6,525,831 B1) discloses a printing system 
produces prints from a print job written in one of a plurality of page description 
languages with the print job assuming the form of a print job stream. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
examiner should be directed to Hilina Kassa whose telephone number is (571) 270- 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler Lamb could be reached at (571) 272- 7406. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patent and Trademarks 

Washington, D.C. 20231 
Or faxed to: 

(703) 273-8300 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 
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